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Dear Mr. Hirsohkop, 

Euoloaed is a oopy of the Court of Appeals opinion in my slit against the 
FBI for withholding "public information." I will have the Govenuaent’s Motion for 
reconsideration sent to you. I do not have a oopy* 

In the intensity of your life you have gttten confused about the purpose of my 
writing you* It woo not about this suit# wh ioh I an glad interest yoUffor several 
reasons* It was to see if you would handle a suit for daxsages against the CIA. The 
CIA has conducted surveillance on me. I have pretty complete proof of it and can 
in addition produce witnesses t I think twOf at least one of whom was port of this 
surveillance* One of these witnesses is available for certain* We now have a friendly 
relationship* He will bo visiting mo within the month. A third and unfriendly witness 
whose unfrie nd l in ess might be on asset is available in Washington. (l taped a phone 
conversation I initiated with him. In it he says I hAld "the all-time track record" 
for ClA interest in my field.) 

Despite the prohibition of the law and the assurances of Mr. Helms , I do have tills 
proof that the CIA does spy on Amerioana inside the United States. They have special 
Buboidiazy they have set up for tills purpose* I have copies of bills to it, of the 
checks in payment t even an original envelope with the fake return address* And a couple 
of namest thoae on checksp bills p eto* 

In addltlonp there is what I hope you will regard as a prima facie case of other 
CIA interference in my life and writingp but not unequivocal proof. Were this to be 
litigated in the near futursp it could have the most sensational results. It involves 
Nixon's secret agent, E*Howart "unt, who was then with the CIA. It goes back to 1965, 
whan a deal I had set with the Saturday Evening Post was somehow killed by the literary 
agent to which the Post sent me. Some of this is in correspondence I still have. Hunt 
then had two "cover** addressee the United States, both those of this literary agenoy. 
One was that of the agency itself, in ^ew York. The other was one it didn't have, in 
Was h i n gton. In actuality, this fake Washington address was one used by the Mullen public- 
relations agenoy, which was simultaneously engaged in work for the ClA. My proofs on the 
addresses are irrefutable. So is the proof that the "reason" given for ending the deal 
was spurious. was proven wrong within months and that proof also I have. This cost me 
an immediate 310,000. Thero was other resultant damage, inouldding what good would have 
been done to my first book by use in the Saturday Evening Post. What I do not have is 
proof that Hunt was the cause of this. However, addressing this and without taking deposi- 
tions or filing interrogatories, his use of that address coincides with my being sent to 
it by the Saturday Evening Poet. Ho then had, in addition to his home adoress, the CIA 
post office boxes that were available, so he had no need for these fake addresses except 
for proBcribed CIA activity. And the content of that book was not pleasing to the CIA. 

In addition, that book was an exposure of the revanchist Cubans with whom Hunt had been 
asd remains intimately frigidly* The Mullen agenoy also served those kinds of Cubans for 
the CIA. I believe that Hunt really was the mysterious "Prank Bender" of the Bay of Pigs 
and that his assistant was Bemard Beirker, who figures in the Watergate oase with him. 
(Barker was also working for the FBI.) What mi^t amuse you and od^t be useful, whether 
or not legal proof, is what ^iU ^Hickley suppressed from his TV show with ^mt and then 
altered the printed transcript to hide, ^int actually said on that show - and we have the 
unedited tape as well as the edited one - that his first recommendation was that we kill 
Castro, to coincide with the invasion. 
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tr^nJ^ -Z? T a^ «unt or CIA interference with my other books, includln^i the 

^ ^ there had not been Dome kind of IntSJoLice 

SS ll cost me g30,000. I did have q publishing aareenent for that 

ea^Buro of the CIA forward, lncludin« with exposure of its canpe 
and Strang thingo happened to it. The manuooript was twice IntS- 

S S;ii5 S Sig!)"’ “ <' “» I 

Hov^^ sell®^» I'irat as an "underground" book than in reprint. 

Hov^^ 1 have nov^ l»en able to collect most of the money due me on it. Assuming that 
c^r^ dishonesty is oonEon, for it to account for wliat hapuenad it would tero to be 
the rule, not the exception. It involves the reprinting pubUsS^eS, ^ ev^S miS 

^ eo^ a lawyer in Mow York some years ago but he has done 
^ dispute. It Includes contracts, copies 

r affidavits by top Dell executivea accountlng^or 

^ r^tLos were paid and that as of a matter of but a rol^e of 

^ths after reprinting. Provable damages against Dell are at least »25,000. Creator 
<itoage oau reasonable be oonjootured. •«»uuu. ureater 

The flSfoSriS he oonrnn rith me and those books, paranoid as it may seem. 

The ^st OffiM Inapootors took one of several oases they said seen clear eno^ with 
regard to my fifth book and then feU silent. Mac HatS has Just aS^tSX tiw 

^.uiilos. When Mao was a Congressman^ond read my flrat^b^Sk^ 

^ i^orstnnd why no publisher would touch it. Hq nade his own 

I ^ ^ believe and certainly 

^t ^ n,r+T“ “ left whatever publishing house I approached, a fSerS 

o^t entered. I must havrj approached a record-holding number of publishers. In no oase 

rejection. I hav\? extensive files on thia,*and there is no sinfio 
rejeo^ wW^ contain JOSL editorial oritlciam of any kind. 1 have a number of "mvS", 

tost-seller, yot those houses would not publish the book, 
letters are on the inside back cover of the first book. Craay Doll didn't 
evoi edit reference to this notw-publlDbing history out of their reprlnt.^^ 

foregoing is that if it is not In and of itself 
of toterferenoe, it la a history of exceptional ahnonnality that may have 

mm^ ^ 1“P”>P«^ CIA interest In no that I (to have a^tho 

tSSoJfir®® ? • literary agency. maintained that connection 

^^ut toe entire period of my aotive writing on the Kennedy assassination, tly sour^ 
on this is Hunt himself - his own hlographleB in Who's Who and Conteugwraiy Authi^l 

thin ^ Opinion, if you want oopLes of thsbilefs and 

tM^ like that, I oan supply tlwta. ^ Lesar drafted then. The fuU moaning of fooV 
unclear without ^m. It amounts to a direction to Sirica to^ve me the 

L SSf uubortied toe perjury of^ FBI agent. 

ia t^ most recent proof of this perjury. Prior to that J. Edgar Hoover 
invito your attention to the end of Danalier's dias(snt, whereL says 

PACE^ Ja not "further inquiry" and ooncludes, the caja his, REiiUIESCAT IN 

rAWi. Js not pirxor roetraint comporloon a blessing 

did^^ a request of the dA under this seme law, 5 U.S.C. 552, for 

for*^^!niS?^i I received. Only investigatory files compiled 

for a spoclfle law^orownent purpose are exempt and tla ClA has no law-enforcemont totles. 

Sincerely, 



Harold Weiaberg 



